
TOWN OF BASS LAKE 
SAWYER COUNTY 

PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Thursday, July 7, 2005 

 
MINUTES 

 Chairman, Phil Nies, called the meeting to order at 6:30 PM.  Members present: Helen 
Chevrier, Frank Cowan, Russ Iverson, and Phil Nies.   Park Committee member Mark 
Olson filled in the vacant position.  A motion was made by Chevrier, seconded by 
Cowan, to approve the agenda.  Motion carried.  Correspondence:  Chevrier handed out 
a copy of an article about the Sawyer County Zoning Committee meeting and some of 
the points raised about conditions applied to permit applications.  Iverson added several 
points, including an update of a septic system.  Discussion followed.  D. Brueggen had 
several questions regarding the public access on Grindstone Lake and Lac Courte 
Oreilles.  Nies presented a copy of the Town of Round Lake Comprehensive plan and 
what they had done as far as density of dwellings.  The minutes of the previous meeting 
were read.  Iverson motioned to approve the minutes as read. Cowan seconded.  
Motion carried.   
ZONING: 
Nies reported that the applications were approved for S. and R. Jackson and for G. 
Froemel by the Town and Sawyer County. 
The order of the agenda was rearranged to allow E. and J. Jeglum to appear before the 
committee. 
1. Variance –Road setback.  E. and J. Jeglum have applied for a road setback variance.   
The parcel is 60’ x 200’ containing 0.275 acres.  Application is for an addition unto 
present dwelling, with a setback of 44’ to the centerline of Oak St.  Ordinance requires a 
63’ setback.  Discussion followed.    Motion made by Cowan, seconded by Chevrier, to 
approve the application.  Motion carried.  Findings of fact: The variance would not be 
contrary to the public interest and would be in compliance with the spirit of the zoning 
ordinance because: there would be no change in the use in the zone district, it would 
not be damaging to the rights of others or property values and it would be due to special 
conditions unique to the property. 
2. Variance –Road setback.   D. Bong has applied for a road setback variance of 63 feet 
to the centerline of Scipio Ave. and a 20 feet rear setback variance for construction of a 
house and a garage.  The parcel is 0.621 acres or 27,051 square feet. Ordinance 
requires a 63’ setback to the centerline and a 40’ setback to the rear lot line.  Nies 
reported that we would be creating a nonconforming lot if lots 35 and 36 are included in 
the variance, as that would make the adjacent lots 36-40 nonconforming.  Discussion 
followed.  Requiring a 40 foot rear setback would eliminate the decks and move the 
building to 46 feet from the centerline.  Nies had talked to D. Bong and he said that he 
could complete his project within one year.  The committee fielded several questions 
from D. and J. Brueggen.  Nies presented a summary of the conditions of the parcel.   
1) Lots 34 and 35 are excluded form the Variance approval because it would be 
damaging to the rights of others and the property values of lots 36-40.  
2) Lots 1-7 are approved if the following conditions are met: 
 a) one year completion of the total construction project, including siding of both the 
house and garage 
b) driveway access will be on Scipio Ave. 



c) 46’ setback to the centerline of Scipio Ave. would be allowed 
d) 40’ rear lot line setback would be required 
e) septic and well are to be located within lots1-7. 
3.  Lots 1-7 are approved for a 46’ road setback 
4. Lots 34 and 35 and rear lot line setback less the 40’ are denied. 
Motion made by Cowan, seconded by Iverson, to approve the summary. Motion carried.  
Lots 1-7 Findings of fact: The variance would not be contrary to the public interest and 
would be in compliance with the spirit of the zoning ordinance because: there would be 
no change in the use in the zone district, it would not be damaging to the rights of others 
or property values and it would be due to special conditions unique to the property.  
Rear setback denial Findings of Fact: A literal enforcement of the terms of the zoning 
ordinance would not result in unnecessary hardship because: it would be for the 
convenience of the owner.  The variance would be contrary to the public interest and 
would not be in compliance with the spirit of the zoning ordinance because: it would be 
damaging to the rights of others or property values. 
OLD BUSINESS: 
1.  PARK COMMITTEE – Iverson reported that we are still waiting on the grant 
application. 
2.  NORTHWOODS BEACH ZONE DISTRICT -Nies reported on a letter received from 
Sawyer County Zoning Administration on the district proposal.  Each case should be 
decided on a “case by case” basis for the present.  Discussion followed. 
3. TOWN BUILDING PERMITS –Bill Hise reported on the proposed permit.  Several 
major points to consider include 1) is it needed? 2) does the Town have the staff to 
handle the permits?  Discussion followed.  Nies will present these matters to the Town 
Board for their views. 
4.   NUISANCE ORDINANCE – D. Brueggen has met with the ad hoc committee and 
the proposed ordinance should be available for the next meeting. 
 NEW BUSINESS: 
1.  CLEAN UP - S. Sushen has requested a possible white and hazmat clean up in the 
spring for the Town. Item tabled to the next meeting.  Discussion followed.   

 The next meeting is August 4th at 6:30 PM.  Chevrier moved the meeting be adjourned, 
 seconded by Olson.  Motion carried.   Meeting adjourned at 8:00 PM. 

 

Respectfully submitted by Helen Chevrier, Secretary. 
 chevy66@centurytel.net

634-3449 
 


